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REMARKS/ARGUMENTS 

L Rejection of claims 1, 3, 8, 11, and 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a): 

Claims 1, 3, 8» II, and 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C, 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Nanisawa (US 2005/0 1 43060). 
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Response: 

Claims 1,11, and 17 have been amended to overcome this rejection. Each of these 
independent claims now contains the limitation "wherein the host transmits 
confirmation signals to the wireless peripheral only when no speech signals 
10 are transmitted between the host and the wireless peripheral." This 
limitation is supported by the original claims 7 and IS along with 
paragraph [0016] of the specification. No new matter has been added 
through these amendments to the claims. 

15 Narusawa does not teach sending confirmation signals from a host to a 

wireless peripheral only when no speech signals are transmitted between 
the host and the wireless peripheral. 

Young (US 5,196,825) only teaches in column 4, lines 38-42 that an 
20 SOS signal (second signal) can be transmitted by a transceiver 12 in 

response to an SOS signal being received by the transceiver 12, or when the 
transceiver 12 does not receive the first signal. Therefore* Young does not 
teach that the SOS signal is to be transmitted only when no other signals 
arc transmitted. Young only teaches sending the SOS signal in response to 
25 detecting the absence of the first signal, and does not teach that the SOS 
signal should only be sent when no other signals are transmitted since there 
are also other times during which the SOS signal is sent. 
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Furthermore, Young does not teach sending speech signals between a 
host and a wireless peripheral, the speech signals having a different 
priority than control signals. Since neither Narusawa nor Young teach the 
5 claimed limitations of "wherein the host transmits confirmation signals to 
the wireless peripheral only when no speech signals are transmitted 
between the host and the wireless peripheral", claims 1, 11, and 17 are 
patentably distinct over the cited prior art 

10 Claims 2-6, 8-10, 12-14, 16, and 18-20 are dependent on claims 1,11, and 17 and 

^ould be allowed if claims 1 , II, and 1 7 are allowed. Reconsideration of claims 1-6, 
8-14, and 16-20 is re^ectfully requested. In li^t of the am^dments to the claims and the 
above ai:gunieiits in favor of patentability, the applicant respectfiilly requests that a timely 
Notice of Allowance be issued in this case. 
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Sincerely yours. 


Date: 03.15,2006 


Winston Hsu, Patent Agent No. 41,526 
20 P.O. BOX 506, Merrifield, VA 221 16, U.S.A. 
Voice Mail: 302-729-1562 
Facsimile: 806-498-6673 
e-mail : winstonhsu@naipo,com 


25 Note: Please leave a message in my voice mail if you need to talk to me, (The time in D.C. 
is 13 hours behind the Taiwan time, i.e. 9 AM in D.C. - 10 PM in Taiwan.) 
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